
AN ORDINANCE 

BY COUNCILMAN LEE MORRIS 
L , T- I?.?'&- 

A N  
ENFORCEMENT  OF  LAWS GOVERNING THE 
COMPLIANCE  WITH  TRAFFIC  CONTROL 
DEVICES THROUGH THE USE OF CAMERAS OR 
OTHER IMAGING TECHNOLOGY; TO REPEAL 
CONFLICTING ORDINANCES; AND FOR OTHER 
PURPOSES. 00- 0 -1 296 

WHEREAS, the  Insurance  Institute for Highway Safety reveals that red-light 

runners kill more than 800 people  each year and  injure  more  than 200,000 people;  and 

WHEREAS, more  than half of the  deaths  caused  by  red-light  runners  are 
pedestrians; and 

WHEREAS, Georgia  ranked llth in  the  Insurance  Institute's study of red-light 

running,  with 195 deaths  between 1992 and 1998; and 

WHEREAS, the  installation of cameras  or  other  imaging  technology at intersections 

where traffic control  devices  are in use  will  detect  motorists who violate  laws  governing 

the  compliance  with traffic control devices; and 

WHEREAS, such  method of enforcement  should  act  as  a  deterrent so as to reduce 

the  number of people who violate  laws  governing  the  compliance  with traffic control 

devices; and 

WHEREAS, such  a  reduction  in  violators  should  cause  a  corresponding  reduction 

in the  number of injuries and  deaths  caused by red-light  runners;  and 



WHEREAS, in  an unofficial opinion  rendered  June 30, 2000, the  State  Attorney 

General  determined  that  municipalities  may  enact  ordinances  which  allow for the 

enforcement of laws  governing  compliance  with traffic Control  devices through  the use of 

cameras and other  imaging  technology, 

THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ATLANTA, GEORGIA HEREBY ORDAINS 

as follows: 

Section 1: The City of Atlanta  is  hereby  authorized to enforce  laws  governing 

compliance  with traffic control  devices  through  the  use of cameras  or  other  imaging 

technology with  respect to streets  and  highways  under  its  jurisdiction. 

Section 2: In  connection  with  the  enforcement of such  laws as set  forth  in Section 

1, in  addition  to any other  penalties which may be imposed, civil monetary  penalties  shall 

be imposed and when  imposed,  shall be the  responsibility of the  owner of the vehicle. Said 

civil monetary  penalties  shall be imposed  as follows: 

[TO BE DETERMINED] 

SECTION 3: All ordinances  or parts of ordinances  in conflict herewith  are  hereby 

repealed. 
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UNOFFICIAL OPINION U2000-7 i 

June 30,2000 

Re: Municipalities are nor prohibited by Georgia's Constirution cx laws from enacting ordinances 
regarding enforcement of traffic control devices by the use of cameras. 

You have asked my opinion s to whether The Municipal Home Rufe Act of 1965, O.C.G.A. 8 35- 
- J5-1,, et seq. (''the Home Rule Act"), allows municipalities to enaa lmal ordinances whereby 
compliance with n;iffic conuo! devices may bc enforced through the use of cameras or other 
imaging technology. For fht? reasorrs set forth below, it is my-opinion that such mforcernenl efforts 
are not prohibired by Georgia's Constitutio~ or laws. 

The Georgia Cortstitution permits the Geraeft.1 Assembly to delegate its power to, municipalities "so 
that matters pertairring tu municipdities may be dealt wirh withour the necessity of action by the 
General Assernbly." Ga. Canst. &t. IX, Sec. II, Para. If. The expression of that delegation is the 
Hoane Rale Aci  O.C,G,A. 5 36-35-j, et seq- 
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reasonable exercise of the police power from: . . . (2) [rlegulating traffic by means of police officers 
or offkial traffic control devices.” O.C.G.A. 3 40-6m(a). 

“A municipality may regulate and control the use of the public roads on its municipal street system 
and on portions of the county road systems extending within the corporate limits of the 
municipality.” O.C.G.A. 0 32-4-92(a)(7). See also 1974 Op. Atty Gen. U74-94. Moreover, “official 
traffic control devices” are defrned as “all signs, signals, markings, and devices not inconsistent with 
this tide which are placed or erected by authority of a public body or ofikial having jurisdiction for 
the purpose of regulating, warning, or guiding-ttaffc.” O.C.G.A. 4 P O a ( 3 7 ) .  

The scheme which you have described for the video enforcement of traffic control devices would 
apparently include civil monetary penalties which, when imposed, would be the responsibility of the 
owner of the vehicle.  Violations of traffic control devices would be detected by tape video equipment 
erected at or near the device, and recorded for use in enforcing this civil monetary penalty. 

It is my unofficial opinion rhat municipalities may undertake such regulation “with respect to streets 
and highways under their jurisdiction” by means of the enactment of local ordinances, so long as 
such is permitted by the charter of the individual municipal corporation, and further so long as such 
regulation is not hereafter preempted by action of che General Assembly. 




